VATAP No.132 0f 2018 (O&M)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

M/s SNB Enterprises Pvt. Ltd.
Versus

State of Haryana & anr.

M/s Rajshila Synthetics
versus

State of Haryana & anr.

M/s Camco Multi Metal Ltd.
versus

The State of Haryana & others

M/s Century N F Casting, Faridabad
Versus

The State of Haryana & others

M/s Century N F Casting, Faridabad
Versus

The State of Haryana & others
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VATAP No.307 of 2018 (O&M)
M/s JNJ Electronics Ltd. .. Appellant
Versus
State of Haryana & others ... Respondents

VATAP No.3350 of 2018 (O&M)

M/s JNJ Electronics L.td. .. Appellant
Versus
State of Haryana & others .. Respondents

VATAP No.302 of 2018 (O&M)

M/s Shubham Chemicals & Solvents Ltd. ... Appellant
versus
State of Haryana & others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI
HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

L

Present :  Mr. Rajiv Sharma, Advocate and
Mr. Rajiv Agnihotri, Advocate
for the appellant (s).

Ms. Mamta Singla Talwar, DAG, Haryana.
k%

AJAY TEWARLIL J. (Oral)

1. This order shall dispose of above mentioned eight appeals.
Since common questions of law and facts are involved therein, they are
being decided by this common order.

2. Counsel for the appellant(s) state that these matters are
covered by the decision of a co-ordinate Bench passed in VATAP No.71

of 2012 decided on 23.05.2018 titled as M/s Enkay (India) Rubber
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Company Private Limited, Gurgaon Vs. State of Haryana which has
remanded the similar cases.

3. Learned State counsel has accepted the fact that similar
matters had been remanded back to the Tribunal.

4. In the circumstances, the appeals stand disposed of in the
same terms as in VATAP No.71 of 2012.

5. Since the main cases have been decided, the pending

C.M. Applications, if any, also stand disposed of.

(AJAY TEWARI)
JUDGE
(AVNEESH JHINGAN)
JUDGE

January 09, 2020
pooja sharma-1

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No
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